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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioiier Kathleen Q. Aberiiathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washiiigton, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a coimmer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravety concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transtion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer d switching 
doesn't meaii discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet mother device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by  making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record lV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartmeiit. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that Ienjoy. 

I f  the move to digital televisioii does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitiiig, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transrtion by 
opposiiig the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

lohi i  Gerlach 
3025 W 24th Ave 
Denver, CO 80211 
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Frlday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 l 2 t l i  Street, NW 
Wasiiiiigtoii, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernatliy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digrtal transrtion by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siiicereiy, 

Rich Spoley 
2112 w leland ave 
Chicago, I L  60625 
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('omrnissionri L l h l e r n  Q. Atwriiath) 
4-15 12th Street. N W  
w'l~llinglon, DC 20 js4 

VL4 F;\CSIbIILt: 

Dear Coiniiiissioner Abernathr. 

.\s a coiisunier ot broadcast trlcvision. clectronics. and computer products, I urge the Fedcral 
ConiiiiiiiiiraIii)iis Commission lo \.ole againsl t h r  adoplion o r a  "hroadcasl flag." I am gravely concerned Ihst 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television. 

The digital telri'ision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital telension equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding mom 
for ~ c t  another drvicc in niy living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
l ) v  making 11s bu\ sperial-piirpose DTV der'ires that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition. 1 a n i  w r y  concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
terhnologj-. 1 can be niore than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
rrrord R to watch later, clip a siuall pirce of T V  and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's foolhall game to a distant relativc: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apnrtmenl The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibdity that I enjoy. 

II the iiiotx- to digital trlcvision docs not ninkc thc public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
i*rr~tiiig. what compelliiig reasoii 110 I have as a consiimer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardlv enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and  computer 
equipineiil .'u a citizen and roiisuiner of broadcast televuion, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sinwrcl! 

hlnbammtvl Samji 
1 Mirrosott W.W. redniond. wa 
Rrdmond iV .4  98052 



Coinmissionrr b l h l r r n  (2. .Ah?rnnlh) 
445 12th Strerl. Xu'  
Wasliiiigton. DC 20554 

Dear Comiiiissioner .\bemathy, 

.\s a coiisuini'r 01 broadcost tclcv~sion. rlcrtronics, and computcr products, I urgc Ihe Federal 
C1)iiiiniiiiiialiiiiis Cominissiiin lo v i i k  agninsl thr adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrirt the way I enjoy television. 

The digital trlei-ision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buylng 
dlgilal telrsision equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
i loesi i  t mean disrarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
Cor \ c t  niiothcr drvicr in m y  living room. Plcosc do not allow the M P M a n d  its allies to hinder the transition 
IIV ninking 11s IIIIV sperial-pnrposz DTI' dr\ ices that arr more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition. l ani ~ e r y  coiireriied about tlir fair-use implications of the broadcast tlag. With today's 
terhnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I canmodify, create, and  participate. I can 
record R lo watch later. clip a small piere of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an emad clip of my 
child's Iootball game lo a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t  at my friends 
apartinen1 The broadcdst flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibllity that I enjoy. 

I f  thc m o i r  to digital tclcvision docs not makr thr public'svicwingexperience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
ciriting. what  ronipelling reason rln 1 h a w  as a ronsiirner to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reasoii for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipinelit As d ritizen and roiisuiner of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadrast flag. 

Siiicvrel\- 

L)st id Taylor 
5430 Oneida Street 
Dululh. hIN 55804 
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Friday, Octobei 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q ,  Abernathy 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transit ion will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding r o o m  for yet another device in m y  living room.  Please do  no t  
allow the  MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece o f  lV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's footbal l  game to  a distant relative; o r  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it at  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control  and flexibility tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  move  to  digital television does not  make t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy  new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for me  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transit lon by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag 

Si n cere ly , 

Charles Goldy 
5121  catoma st #86 
lacksonvi l le. FL 32210  
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October I - .  2003 

Cammissioner Kathleen Q Abenethy 
Federd Commurucetiani Cornmiasion 
4 4 5  L2thsmeet.Nw 
Wash@on,  D C 20254 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

1 m mung to voice my oppaaiuon to any FCCmandnted ndopuon of "broadcart h@ technolow far &@Ulevirion Al aconsumer 
and C ~ Z R L  1 feel mongly that such B policy would be bad for mavndor, con#umer +P. md the uldmnte s d o p h  of DTV 

A robust competitive market for conmnm elecworks must be rooted in mmufscturrn' 0Mhy to innovate for thdr CUIfmera AUowh# 
mavie a n t d i m  to veto features of Dlv-recepdon equipment will ennble the rmdioa to tallitchdq$sb whnt new poducm they cm 
create ?his dl result in products that don't necessdy  reflect w b t  comumen like me nctuully mt, and it could rerult m me bebq 
charged more money faor inferior functionality 

If the FCC m u e ~  B braadcut flag mandate, I would s c d y  be lee* Uely to mmke M inYMment h DW-cnpnbk recdven and orhn 
equipment I vnll not pay more for device, that Lmit my right, nt the behest ofHollywood Plewe do not m d t e  bronbnat Q 
technology for +tal television niarrt you for your &me 

Sincerely 

Stephen Kanccke 
44 Red Hawk Dr 
Cranaton~ ill 02921 

us.4 
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October 17. 2003 

Cornmissloner Kathleen d Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernatny 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandared adoptlon of "broadmn flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I reel strongly that such B polky wuld be bad br Innm*n, consumer rlgha, and the ultlmmte 
adoptlon or DTV 

A robust, comperltlve market for consumer elenronlcs must be rooted In msnuheturers ablllty 10 lnnomte for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloo to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they c m  create l h l s  wlll result In products that don't necesrsrlly reflect what consumem llke me 
actually want, and h could result In me belng charged more money for Interbr tundlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to makc an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag reennology for d lgh l  televlslon Thrnk you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Bradford Eehr 
19641 Braode Place 
Galthersburg, MD 20886 
USA 
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October I- .  2003 

Cammmmoner Kathleen Q be rns thy  
Federd Commurucatlani Cammisnm 
441 12th  sheet^ NW 
Wuuh@on, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy 

1 am miMg to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mandated UdapbM of "bondcart Q.ag technology for dyitnl t e l d o n  A, a c ~ ~ u m e r  
and amen ,  1 feel wongly that such u policy would be bad for i m o v n t i o r ~  c o m m a  &to. and thc ultimate ado+ of DlV 

-4 robust, compehwe market for consumer clectromci mlllit be rooted in mMufacturcn' uMty to innovate for thdr cutomem AUowhg 
movie smd10s to veta features of DTV-reception equipment udl enable the m d i o i  to tell t e h l o g i m  what new producfl they cm 
create f i e  will result in products thnr don't neceil idy reflect what c o m m  like me a d y  w ~ t ,  and it could r e d  in me being 
chnrged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC Lsaues u broadcast Q mandate. I would uchrpuy be lem likely to mnke M i nvShcn t  in DTV-capable reccivm ond 0 t h ~  
eqlupment I will not pay more far devicei that limit my +ts at the beheot of Hollywmd Plemme do not m d t e  kondcmt & 
technology for &@tal telenblon n I M k  you for your m c  

SYlcrrely~ 

Chnsropher Halloman 
153, Brabndge h v e  
Jsckson. MS 3921 1 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Cornmlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlono Commlssbn 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrhlng to volce my apposklon to any FCCmnndated ndoptlon al "broadnst nag" technology Tor dlgltal televlslon & a 
consumer and cklzen, I reel strongly that such P p o k y  would be bad for Innowlon, coniumer rlgha, and the ultlmate 
adcptlon of DTV 

A robust, competmve market tor consumer electronti must be rooted In mmuhcturen' ibllHy to l n n m n  tor thell 
customers Allowlng movle OTudlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpmem wlll enable the studlo9 to tell technologlst9 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produeto that don't necerrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less I lb ly to make an Investment In ON-capable reeehrera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcei that llmtf my rlghrJ at the behes? of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlrlon Thank you for your tlmc 

Slncerely, 

Eric Mlller 
1410 3rd Ave 
Howell, MI 48843 
USA 
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October 1 7  2003 

Commksiontr Kathleen Q A b m t h y  
Federal Commmcstione Cammiision 
445 12th sweet. Nw 
Wauhgtan. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy 

I m WnQng to voice my opposmon to any FCC-mmdnted adopbon of "koadcarf l l a g  tedmology for WtA televirion AB a c o m e r  
and amen,  I feel swongly that such n p o k y  would be bad for mnovnb'o~ cannuma %t#, and the ulrimw ada*n of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for c o m e r  elechonics must be rooted in manufacrura' ability to k o v n t e  for thdr cudomen AUO* 
morie a r u L o s  to veto fesnuea of DTV-reception equipment udl a b l e  the srudios to tell technol@&to what new products they cnn 
create Thrs rvill result rn producw thst don't necersady reflect whnt connunen We me nctunUy wanL and it could r e d  m me beifq 
c h q e d  more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC u m e 8  il broadcast h g  mandate, I would ectudly be less likely to mnke an k v c b n m t  in DTV-capable recdvm m d  other 
cqupmrnt I aill not pay more for devlcei thnt lvnit my right# at the behcrt of Hdywood Pleame do Mt mmdnte koadcut 
technola$y far digit.1 television IhsrJ: you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Dan Hull 
481- Wlnter OaL Way 
Antelope. CA 95843 
US.\ 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, G C 20554 

Deer Karhleen Abernethy 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppoonlon to any FCC-munduted adoptlon of "brosdmst flag" technology for dlghpl televlolon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, 1 feel srrongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghb. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, comperttve market Tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In rnmnuhcturen' mbllity to Innovate (or  thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo9 to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos M tell technologlsm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't ne-rlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funetlonalhy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcasr flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to m a b  i n  Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrnk my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandute 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlmc 

Slncerely. 

Zachary Campos 
4137 Homestead Gi 
Lakeland, FL 33810 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen 0 Abernathv - 
Federal Communications Cummission 
4 4 5  12th Street. HW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
f h q "  technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
stronglv that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A ruburt. ccmpetitive market for cunsumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technulogists what new products they can create This wlll result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and ~t could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I f  the ECC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S i r i c e r e l ~ r  

David Streilein 
2501 Winter Haven DI 
Newark. DE 1Y702 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Comml~sldn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernethy 

1 am wrtlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "b roadnn tlag" technology tor d lgb l  televlston & a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel nrongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  for Innmuten, consumer rlghb, and the ultimate 
adoption d DTV 

A robust, competltke market for coniumer electronlcs must be rooted In mmnuhcturen' abllky rn Innnnte tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto fearures of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the nudlds b tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceonrlly rellect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor fun&malky 

If rhe FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less l lkdy to m a b  an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlceo thnt llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcan flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely 

AurOn Read 
649 Broadmoor Blvd 
San Leandro, CA 94577 
USA 
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Commissioner hthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicanons Commission 
445 12th Street h'W 
Warhmgton. D C 20554 

Dear IGrhleen Abemathy, 

I a m  wnbng to voice my opporthon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flq" technology for &g,d 
televlston 

I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer nghts, m d  the adopbon of DTV. 

A robust. cornpentwe market for consumer clcctromcs must be rooted m mnnufacturcrs' atihty to innovate for 
their customers Alloulng mone rtuclor to veta feahlres of DTV-recephon eqmpmmt 4 enable the stu&os to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. 

T h i s  wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect what consumers ltke me actually wmt. I would probably 
end up being charged more money for infenor funchonahty. 

I f  the FCC icsues 2 broadcast tlag mmdate. I would be le55 hhly  to mnke nn mvesbnmt rn DTV-capable 
recmvers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devlces that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd  tclemsion. ?hank you for your hme. 

Smcerely. 

Karl Tare 
193 Bergen St 
Brooklvn, N Y  11217 
US..\ 



Page 1 of 1 5 55 48 PM. 1011 7103 541 3023099 . 

October l 7  2003 

Commiiiioner Kathleen Q Abemsthy 
Federal Commurucaaons Commission 
445 12th Sbeet~ YW 
Washh@on, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen 4bemaihy, 

I am mhn$ to VOICC my opposmm to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast t l q  technolow for Wtal telnidon AB a c o m e r  
and =men. 1 feel strongly thnt mch a poLcy would be bad for movahoh c o m a  %L#. and the dtimue adoption of DTV 

.4 robust. competitive market for conoumm electronics m u n  be rooted in manufactum' ability to innovate for their cultamera Allowing 
movie S N d i O s  to veto features of DTL'-reception equipment WU enable the m & o #  to teU trdvlolCgim what new product, they can 
mente This will result in product0 that don't necessarily reflect what conmmen Wre me acfilauy wanf and it could r e d t  in me ba 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC *sues a broadcast flq mandate. I would actunUy be lesi Wvly to mnke M h v e s h m t  in DTL'-cnp&e receivm and ohex 
equipment I wil l  not pny more for devices thnt limit my righfl at the behemt of Hollywood Fleue do not mMdPte hadcast @ 
technology for digital televitian T h d  you for your time 

since rely^ 

K e r n  Smith 
2344 Champion C o w  
Raleigh. NC 27606 
USA 
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- 
October 1'. 2003 

Commisrloner Ibthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicabons Cornmiwon 

N'ashqton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ibrbleen Abemathy, 

I am wnbng to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag'' technology for dgtd 
telemalon As a consumer and cinzen, I Feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for innovnbon, consumer 
nghts. and the ulhmite adophon of DTl' 

A robust. compehhve market for consumer electxonics must be rooted in manufnncturers' a M t y  to movate  for 
them customers Allomng mome studlos to veto features of DTV-recepbon equipment 4 1  enable the r h d o s  to 
tell technologstr what new products they cm create. This d l  result m products that don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me i c tudy  want, and it could result m me being chuged more money for mfenor 
funcnonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcaFt flag mandate, I would actudly be less L M y  to mnke an mveshncnt m DTV-capable 
recnviezc and other equipment I mll not pay more for deaces that h t  my nghts fit the behest of Hollyorood. 
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flq technology for &gd telenaon. Thank you for your M e .  

Smcerely. 

Jeremv Haugen 
201 Oakwood Dnve SW. 
h'ev Bnghton, MN 55112 
USA 

443 12th street, N\V 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federnl Communlcarlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"brOadaOtfIag" technologytor dlgbl televlolon h a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innamtlon, consumer rlghm, and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon or DTV 

A robust, compettfve market for con(rumer electronlcs m u n  be rooted In manuhcturen' abllRy to Innomre for rhelr 
customem Allowlng movle otudlos to veto features 07 DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the Otudlos to tell Whnologlsts 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necrrnrlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor tunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely M make an Investment In DN-capable recelvem 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more ror devlces thar llmlt my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology tor dlgltpl elevlslon Thank you ?or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Nell Mehta 
71 Glen Road W 

S A  
Jamalca Plaln, MA 02130 
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October 1 7 .  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Canintunications Conmussiun 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flas" t.echnolosv for disital televislon As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongiy that &h a poiicy would be bad for Innovation. consumer rights. and the 
u1timat.e adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto fcaturcs of DTV-reception eguipment will enable the studios to tell 
technulogists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and i t  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
makc an investnient in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technologv for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Mark Lilback 
200 Rector Place Ul8g 
H e w  York. t lY 1 0 2 8 0  
USA 
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October I ' ~  2003 

Commiasianer Kethleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Cnmmmcsaans Cornmianon 
445 12th Sueet~ ?Pa 
W&8hmgtOn, D C 20554 

D e u  KnMeen Abemnlhy, 

1 nm ullbng lo voice my oppomuon Io my FCC-mandated ndopmn of "broadcart 
nnd amen ,  I feel otro~@y that such n pahcy would be bad for innovnhoh C O ~ F I  righb. and the dtimnte adoption of DTV 

a robuer. campehhve market for comumer elecmrici  mu#t be rooted in mmufnmrem' &&'cy to innovate for their cwomero f lowing 
movie srudios to veto fenmei of DN-reception equiplm~ dl eneble the mrdioa to tell ~~~ what new producu they c m  
create l ius  uzll result in produds that don't neceo idy  reflect whnl connunem like me actunlly rvpn~, and it could r e d t  in me b e i q  
c h q e d  more money for infenor funcnonaliry 

If the FCC issues ~1 broadcast flag mandate, I would schlnuy be lei8 likely to mnke M mveatmmt in DTV-cnpable rcceivm d o h  

equipment I will not pny more for devicei thnt h i t  my ri&b at the behemt of Hollywood Plcve do not mandate kondcart flsg 
technology for digital television "hmk you for your h e  

t c W w  for televimDn AB n c o ~ m  

Sincmelg, 

Derek Surrulu 
320 ti C m c  Dr t103  
Walnut  creek^ C 4  94596 
usa 
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October 1 7 .  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Fedrral Cunmunications CrJmmisslon 
4 4 5  12th Street HW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I m,,writing to voice my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
tlsg technology for digital television A s  a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
u l t i m a t e  aduption u f  DTV 

A robust competitive market f o r  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features ot DTV-reception equipment will enahle the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like m e  actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast ilag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincere1 y 

Scott Castelli 
166 Henry Street 
San Francisco CA 94114 
USA 
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October I 7  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Commwcabons Cornmimion 
4 4 1  12th Street. NW 
Waslungton. D C 20124 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y :  

1 am wDng to vmce my appomuon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "braadcast Qag technology for +tal television ~l a c o m e r  
and ciblcn. 1 feel elrongly that such a policy would be bad for m o v a h o ~  C O ~ U U ~ R  nghu. nnd the ultimate ado*on of D W  

A robust. competitive market for c o n m c I  electronics mun. be rooted in rnmufacnucn' nbility to innovate for thdr CUItomero 
mone studioi to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will a b l e  the l tudioi  to tall technolo@ whnt new produm they C M  

create h will result in products rhat don't necessarily reflecl what corwumen like me n d y  wnnL and it could r e d 1  
charged more money for inferior funct iodly 

if the FCC issues n broadcast k l q  mandate, 1 would actuaUy be 1eRR likely to mnke nn investment in DTV-cqnble receivers and other 
e q q m e n t  I will not pay more for devicei that limit my r;ehu at the beheat of Hollyvood P t u e  do not mandate bmndcnd flag 
technoloey for digital television ThanL you for your time 

Sincerely 

Anthony channiru 
I705 Bn-oad Dr 
Johnbur& IL 60050 
U S 4  

me bdng 
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October 17, 2003 

Comms5ioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Comrnunicabonj Commission 
443 12th Street. XW 
Warhmgton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I art wnbne to voice my opposlhon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for &@d 
telemnrion. As a consumer and nbzen, I feel srrongly that such a poLcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts. and the dbrnate adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. compehbve market for consumer electromcr must be rooted rn manufacturers' a u t y  to mnovate for 
their cu~tomers. Allowing mome s t d o ?  to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment d enable the stu&os to 
tell technolopst. what n w  products they can create ?his  d result m products that don't necesrnnly reflect 
whdt conrumers like me actually wmt, and it could result m me bang chuged more money for rnfenor 
funcaonality. 

I t  the FCC Lssuec a broadcast f l l g  mandate, I would actually be less h M y  to m& an mveshncnt rn DTV-capable 
ceceiverr a d  other equipment. I wll  not  pay more for devices that h u t  my nghtr at the bcheit of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broidcist flag technology for &gtd telemnon. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Mark Scrivener 
1422 Salak t\rre 

3an Jose, CA 95131 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissloner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Communlcarlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D t 2D554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrklng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcmst nag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel Ptrongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  lor Innmrbn,  consumer rlghb, and the ulrlmare 
adoptlon of DN 

A robuSt, cornpetthe market lor con3umer electronlo must be rooted In mmnukauren' abllky to Innoate (or thelr 
cusromers Allowlng movle Pudlos to veto features of DlV-recepclon equlpmem wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
whal new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nsemarlly refleet what consumers llke me 
actually want, and h could result In me belng Charged more money for lnlerlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghn at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcas ?lng technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Trevor Placker 
2235 CaIKornla SI 
f235 
Mounmln vlew. CA 94040 
USA 
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Commssioner IGthleen Q. Abernnthy 
Federal Cammumcanons Commission 
443 12th Street. NW 
Warhmgton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wnhng to vgice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for A g t d  
televlrion .43 a consumer and cihzen, I feel rwongly that such a pohcywould be bad for innovanon, consumer 
nghts. m d  the ulnmate adopnon o f  DTV 

A robust. compennve market for consumer electlorucs must be rooted m mmufachxerr' n M t y  to mnovate for 
the11 customers. Allowngmovle rtud~or to veto feamrer of DTV-recephon c q u p m m t d  mable the studos to 
tell technologrts what new products they can create. ?his d l  result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumeis like me actually wmt. m d  i t  could result m me bang c h q d  more money for infenor 
funchonality. 

If  the FCC I E S U C Z  a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less likrly to m& pn mvesmmt m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other eqmpment. I d l  not pay more for demces that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollpood. 
Please do not  mandate broadcast flag technology for Ag~tal telenrian. Thmk you for your m e .  

Sincerely. 

\'incent %here1 
451 8 Third Aire 
Bensalem, P.4 19020 
us.4 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q hbernathy 
Federal CornnLunications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington D C 20554 

Deat kathieen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad tor innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. cornpetitiue market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
vet.0 features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the fCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. 1 would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more tor devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you tor your time 

5 1 ncerel y 

Michaei Gibson 
:07 West 1400 South 

USA 
woods cross UT a 4 0 8 7  


